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. „ his book, “The Uncertain 
J Trumpet, M he made some fierce 
criticisms of the nation’s military 
; j policy, set-up, and performance, 
Hand thereafter (even while serv- 
ing as President Kennedy’s in- 
formal adviser since the Cuban 
fiasco) he has given no public 
[ revision of the book’s views. 

: > Besides sharp general com- 
TS^int.s about “cobwebs fogging 

the thought processes of our sen- 
ior leadership' 1 and “fuzzy 
thinking’’ in the nation’s defense 
planning, and warning against 
!“a serious orisjs about 1961,” 

J |r'l, JMot made these... spcSfic 

"f'Tr is f ^great fallacy’’ to 
[ regard" massive retaliation Q 

. MAvmLLn. 

‘t i-i t t — - . j [ fiance ,ctn“ qiclear weapons is 

! hJiely to,, provoke a nuclear war 
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any support ... 
radical proposal for a single Chief 
of Staff (from on’d *of the armed 
services) with two deputies {from 
the other two), nor has President 
Kennedy thus far shown publicly 
any leaning toward that set-up. 

4 Taylor was particularly hos i 

, « ,e . ^ J- h - e Performance to d a g -fi y 
I Na Emnai. fjfi ppp jfy Council 
headed bythe President and^fn 
cluding primarily the Vice Presi 

fif'flt .1 ru i i 


Leverlcf . Sharp Complaints 
On Military Set-Up In Book 


\Sun m iiitary Corespondent } 

Washington, June 26 — Gen. 
Jtetf Ti I StmUs return to.ac- 
tive duty and appointment as the 
President’s military representa- 
tive may well provide that dis- 
tinguished soldier with more' sig- 
nificant influence than he had, 
ieveai as Chief of Staff of the 
I Army from 1955 to 1959. 
j ,® s new job bps no executive 
authority or administrative, re- 
sponsibility. But it does place 
him closer to the nation’s Com- 
mahder in Chief of 'the armed 
services than are the top com- 1 
manders of the Army, Navy or 
iJP^ovce or the joint chiefs 
j chairman. 

.Afr that W4quc position-there 

W a be r n j thillg re motely like it 
r after 1941 when 

William D. Leahy 

House ch -^ f °f 

ma Presidents Franklin D 
tmmm and Harry S. Trumin 
3™* Taylor back on active 
duty, wiil be able, with Presi- 
dfntial approval, not only fo re- 
spond to inquiries on military 

jateSce Ut ’ PreSUMably ’ t0 initi 

j Criticisms In Book 
j For that reason there is natural 
l« in views, which Taylor 1 
jheJd in January, mo, just after! 
ibis retirement from the Army! 

be “bed 6 n aS ICSS , inh 'bfted than 
jbe^had been while on active | 
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■, or else y compromise and re- Secretaries of State and De 

' tre ^'F3F'T i - If? S f’ cba ‘ rman of the joint 

' Similar View f“efs, and the Central. .Tnfrjn' 

It is worth noting that President 
Kennedy has indicated much the® H is charge was that it had 
1 |Same view, and has stated a' pH fn *"*"”'*- Al ~ j -* - - - 
,'need for additional limited war 
preparation.. He has not gone 
nearly as far as Taylor tyrged 
'however, in actual Army expen- 
ditures for modernization. 

2. Taylor’s charge was that 
, grave harm had been done by 
. e r fi fesy,OD-^ f r feenrmed serv- 

to the Army, and although the 
[President has made modest in- 
creases in certain areas, the net 


\uJ° P rov,de the joint chiefs 
with the meaningful policy which 
it nevertheless expected them to 
implement. He held this meant 
that tfiere was no clear relating 
ot major foreign policy commit- 
ments to the means of carrying 
them out., _ ■ 

J- Baylor was particularly criti- 
cal of 


... ws.* vttA *z aiccta, me net 
increase of Arpn forces has been 
extremely small. No “lost divi- 
sion'’ has been restored. 

,ir!"fc h i rged that fom. 


e which he smOislf^^ed 
( I the services together and led to 
■. | unproductive compromises and ex- 
pensive "trade-riffs *’ tr« — j 


— o-— jujji u^ubjons on 

most important military issuds; 

1 uther, that the joint chiefs’ dfijiri 
-sions have represented a weak 
compromise or have been delayed 
altogether. 

Favors Single Chief 
During 1960 , it may be 'noted. 

Thomas S. Gates, Jr., then De- 
fense Secretary, initiated a more 
positive participation in joint 
i chiefs deliberations, and this 

practice has been markedly ex-i „ 

tended by the present Secretary, P» 

I Robert S. McNamara. Mpctcfbon, hi 

iV^either.of them, however, 

tolls and appraisals of information , 
eSsenual both to military and for- 
eign policy planning. 

■It may prove that this prospec- 
tive relinking will be one of the 


petisivp “trade-offs.” He urged 
!? he *j a „ bad e ct based upon 
functions of national defense 

with .subsequent assignment of 
functions to the services'. 

. fr.. this field, it would appear 
the new Defense Secretary is de- 
CTptedly sympathetic already. 

. General Taylor’s services will 
he m the realms of intelligence as 
weil as the military, and a high- 
tevgl jinking here must be recog- 

tance 3S outstan ding impor-l 

i mM! if nce < Always been 
. concern of, 
ati the jmhtary services, but the 
creation of the ^ M tnfar--- 
'‘g enc y, priman^ with civilian I 


ftfissrasfths 1 

happens wljen inteUigcnccind oie 

l r^mfay^Sgport on his inten-L 

Approved For Release 2005/01/05 : CIA-RDiP7^tel ft«6Q07&Q)48G<Q2 

iyoday S appointment may be its I 



